Dear * 4 im, 1l/l4/05 

What ^hustLr a* nt you is interesting. I didn't knou that O-ounda has) pnaaed. 
any kind of aot. I supiooe they a t il l have the official secrota act. About a decade 
ago sofiio broadcast journalists tl yore wore interested in duplicating something liko 
our POlA and then wer in touch with ue but I d hoard nothing since. 

A.: you'll see, I hoard from l«itzgLbbon today for t ho first tiioe in months and 
I've replied at length. 

X do not recall seeing cither of the records Hanftel copied for me. I presume 
both are from ticklers. The first is t e only one with what can be taken a 3 filing 
notations aiKi if it is that , 1 cjw only wonder what 9524 , “441 can moan. I also wonder 
wheythere was conoondation to all those divisions for only one day of work prior 
to the first regular working day after tho JFK aosassination. 

The Hoover 6/20/60 memo on his conversation with Hamoay Clark ;Oao i 3 of some 
interest, as it might also be to you in tho litigation because of the psurioua claims 
to exemption, which u roen ought recall oro entirely unjustified and include what was 
made public do m ai n In C.a. 75—1996. why in the world would they spend time and 
mon 9 y to withhold Art Hanes' name on page 1? Or anything about him? In context I 
can t boo any legitimate bl dim on this page. But Hoover comnonta, forgetting his 
o-4i~rocord, that ^snen made statements against MLK! 

Fage 2, graf 3* Hoover could boo Roy's money as coming from a bank robbery but 
when exhaustive efforts failed to connect him with any, hovf ho could he or Clark 
fail to wonder whether Ray's money wan cooing from soiacono or son© group, i.e., 
about evidence of a conspiracy? 

vihen they talk about ^ay a extradition. Hoover didn t let even the AG know that 
it was imminent, perhaps alrea^ started. 

You might want to look at what was to have been withheld on p.3, including by 
olaaaificatioas, for the litigation. It never qyalified and it wan all discloeed to 
rae ty J97B and probably earlier. previewed 5/2B/b2, not for you) In context on tl*a next 
page I oanfrfc see any justifiable 7B ana susr>ect it is something that might be 
embarrassing to tho FBI, from hoover. And on 5 they withhold the discloaeu and in the 
papers names of FH£ agents, also disclosed in 1996. and if in tho next g af "*oover 
said only *hat he represents, rather than rel* looting Ray a astuteness in getting those 
Canadian names (four rAther than these three), could any°inve 3 tlga tor overlook the 
probability that '’ay did not do it and would not have been able to, i.e., conspiracy? 

In the next graf , conspiracy again, there is nothing in the FBI records reflecting 
that Ray knew King was to apeak in Memphis when he started out. 

Ho thing really exciting. I'll file tide in ix/ conspiracy folder of my working 
file if you write me about it, ao please rewind mo. 

I'm also surprised that in all this time Hanftel has found ao little that could 
interest no. Please fill hin in on what I'm interested in as now evidence” so he 
can recognize what I might be able to use. Have you tho tight about suggesting to Bud 
that he sond Bob up’ to see what I have and how it is arranged? I can meet the bus 
and deliver him to it and ho can spend that 1 1/4 hrs reading, so ho won't lose 
much time. u o might also want to read this new Kosenko stuff, little as it la of 
real value, because it does have none current values. 

If you liavo in abort form what x need to know to otict to thn rules in filing 
arx appeal would you please remember it. I've written you about this and we spoke about 
it when I was down to see tho surgeon. JLso for a petttiin cert. I want to be ablo 
to think about those tilings and to at least begin drafting what 1 visualize as a fairly 
short appeal. But I want to be within the rules. I will limit myself to^tho juxlgemoent 
and to procuring it by the undonied delonies. Please thank ^ob for me. ^ost. 


